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INCONTESTABILITY OF REINSTATEMENT 
CONTRACT OF INSURANCE 


The primary question argued in Jefferson Standard Life 
Insurance Company v. Bomchel ({[ 500,915), an Alabama de- 
cision, was whether a section of the Alabama Code making 
life insurance policies incontestable after the payment of two 
annual premiums applies to contracts for the reinstatement 
of life insurance policies, which are in themselves complete 
policies in every respect. 


Statement of Facts 
In August, 1935, the defendant insurer issued a life in- 
surance policy to the deceased, This policy provided that it 
might be reinstated at any time within five years after lapse 
by the furnishing of evidence of insurability satisfactory to 
the insurer. The policy lapsed for non-payment of premiums 
Please Route to: in November, 1936. On June 18, 1937, the insured made ap- 
plication to the defendant company for reinstatement of the 
lapsed policy and on June 24, 1937, he was informed and 
notified in writing by the defendant that a new policy had 
been issued to him. The notification contained the following 
statement: “Inasmuch as you have already paid one year and 
one quarter on the old policy, we have dated the new policy 
March 10, 1936, and have used your payment in settlement of 
the quarterly premium due June 10, 1937, and our official re- 
ceipt for this is attached hereto.” Premiums of September 10, 
— and December 10, 1937, were paid before the insured’s 
eath. 
Contentions of Beneficiary 

The beneficiary contended that (the new policy being dated 
March 10, 1936, though not effective until June 10, 1937) the 
annual premium payments due March 10, 1936, and March 
10, 1937, were paid in quarterly installments, and that the final 
amount of the second payment was paid on December 10, 
1937. This was the form in which the transaction occurred. 


Period for the Payment of Premiums 

The court stated that if the form and substance of the 
situation were the same, the question of the meaning of the 
Alabama statute would be directly presented since the insured 
died after December 10, 1937, and before two years from the 
date the policy had expired. However, the form and sub- 
stance of the situation were two different things, according to 
the court. It was determined that for the purpose of this com- 
putation the period should be reckoned from June 10, 1937, 
as the date for the payment of the initial annual premium. 
It was paid in quarterly sums, June 10th, September 10th and 
December 10th, 1937, but required a payment of March 10, 
1938, to complete it. The amount of premium paid for one 
year and one quarter had been paid on the old policy. The 
first quarterly installment on the new policy was actually paid 
as of June 10, 1937. The period of contestability on account 
of a misrepresentation or warranty dates from the time when 
it was made and acted on, and not from some fictitious date 
in the past. 
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* NEGLIGENCE * Pedestrian Injured.—Plaintiffs brought suit to recover for in. 
juries to plaintiff wife and consequential damages to her 
(Other than Automobile) husband sustained by reason of a fall on the sidewalk in 
front of premises owned by defendant. Defendant was not 
Railroad Fusee.—Plaintiff, a minor, was severely burned when liable, as the condition that caused the accident came into 
her brother ignited a railroad fusee found on defendant’s existence after the premises were leased and the tenant 
right of way by two other boys. Even though it be con- went into possession. (Britton v. Donwin Realty Corp., N, J, 
ceded defendant was negligent in leaving the fusee on the Supreme Ct.)...{/ 401,021. 
right of way, that negligence of defendant was not the 
proximate cause of plaintiff’s injury as the fusee was not Stores and Shops.—Thie plaintiff, a customer of the defendant, 
an inherently dangerous instrumentality and was not the recovered a verdict for personal injuries caused by slipping 
cause of the injury to plaintiff. (Dabrowski v. Ill. Central upon lettuce leaves on the defendant’s floor. The jury 
R. R. Co., Ill. App. Ct.). . .§ 401,028. was warranted in finding that the presence of the leaves 
y ; : which caused the plaintiff to fall was due to the action of 
Jolting of Train.—In an action to recover for the wrongful clerks who were preparing the lettuce for display upon 
death of decedent, alleged to have been caused by the jolt- the vegetable counter. (Heina v. Broadway Fruit Market 
ing of a train, the trial court properly directed a verdict Inc., Mass. Supreme Jud. Ct.)...§ 401,016. F 
for defendant railroad, as there was no evidence that any 
other passenger felt any sway or lurch of the train at the Waxed Floor.—While attending a meeting at defendant's club- 
time of the accident. A slight jolt is insufficient to prove room, plaintiff slipped and fell on the waxed floor, thereby 
negligence in the operation and management of a train. sustaining a broken hip. Under the circumstances, keeping 
(Maher, Admx. v. Boston & Albany R. R. Co., Mass. Supreme the floor cleaned and waxed was not a condition sufficient 
Jud. Ct.).. .§ 401,017. to warrant a finding that plaintiff's fall was caused by de- 
Municipality’s Liability —Plaintiff was injured while crossing HeAne Cer 8 di — v. Woman's Club of Aurora, 
—— a a _, a from no eens of a oe - App. Ct.).. eats 
and the tracks in defendant city. The city was not liable . . +s ee. 
because the evidence showed that plaintiff fell at a place Seneenney ane Saas ae d while for the 
outside the limits of the public highway and at the “westerly aor = ™ t 7 — a hn ae : fd Y — a 
rail of the middle set of tracks”, upon land owned by the saa Shoes vk “ bag Me = = U _s a ae 
railroad corporation. (Longley v. City of Worcester, sess. = antes ect wg seg Ned gale gp PR so Pagpedict rag 0 
Supreme Jud. Ct.)...9 401,015 there was no error in the denial of defendant’s motion for 
oup . wes _* i me eeone’ + eee pegiigenct 
Control of Premises.—A landlord was not liable for an injury ess U. Boston Lievated Ky. Co., Mass. Supreme jud, Ct. 
due to the defective condition of his premises, ahine the { 401,014. 
injured person failed to show that the landlord had super- : P er 
vision and control over that portion of the premises where Medical Testimony.—Plaintiff sued to recover for the wrongful 
the defect was located. (Blanchard v. Stone’s Inc., Mass. death of decedent who, it was alleged, died as the result 
Supreme Jud. Ct.)...§ 401,018. of the negligent puncturing of her esophagus by defendant, 
an eye, ear, nose and throat specialist. It was error for 


Owner’s Liability—Where the owner of a building has it re- the trial court to permit a medical expert to testify what 
paired with defective materials so that it amounts to a he would do in diagnosing the ailment of plaintiff, instead 
trap, the owner is liable for harm resulting to persons right- of confining the witness to an expression as to what was 
fully on the leased premises, even though he was under the proper practice. (Ellefson, Admr. v. Miller, Ill. App. 
no duty to make repairs. (Murphy v. Barlow Realty Co., Ct.).. .§ 401,019. 

Minn. Supreme Ct.). . .{ 401,027. 


New Trial.—In an action to recover for injuries resulting in 
the death of plaintiff's wife, the trial court granted plain- 
tiff a new trial on the ground that the verdict for defendant 
was against the weight of the evidence, and on appeal this 


Contractor’s Liability—A contractor who used defective sup- 
ports in rebuilding a building is liable to persons injured 
as the result of the collapse of the rebuilt portions even 
though the building had been accepted by the owners and was held proper as there was substantial evidence to sustain 


the dangerous condition was known to them. (Murphy v. laintiff’s . (Williams v. Kahlmevyer, St. Louis (Mo.) 
Barlow Realty Co., Minn. Supreme Ct.).. .§ 401,026. Betpp) gal 022. en ees — 


Use of Explosives.—Plaintiffs brought an action to recover for 
personal injury and property damage as a result of numer- * LIFE * 
ous explosions and the subsidence of soil involved in the ; a ; : ’ 
construction of a sewer. The defendant contractor was Knowledge of Insurer's Agent.—The claim that the insurers 
liable for the damages sustained by plaintiffs, however high agent had knowledge of the insured’s surgical operation, 
a degree of care or skill may have been exercised in making despite its concealment in an application for a policy's 
use of the explosives. (Baker v. S. A. Healy Co., Ill. App. reinstatement, was unavailing because knowledge of the 
Ct.).. .§ 401,024. agent, if admitted, could not be imputed to the principal. 
(Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen v. Virden, Ind. Supreme 
Lessor’s Liability—Where the lessor was under no duty to Ct.).. § 500,913. 
repair the leased premises and exercised no control over . 
the premises which empowered it to exclude persons from Waiver of Prompt Payment of Premiums.—An instruction 
them, it is the law of New York that persons entering the which predicated waiver of prompt payment of premiums 
premises in the right of the tenant cannot recover for in- upon the insurer’s custom of not insisting upon prompt pay- 
juries suffered through the neglect of the latter to keep ment of a member’s dues or assessments was improper be- 
them in a safe condition. (Senk v. City Bank Farmers Trust cause of the lack of evidence to support the existence 0! 
Co., U. S. C. C. A., 2nd C.).. 9 401,023. such a practice on the part of the insurer, (Blue v. The 
Supreme Camp of the American Woodmen, St. Louis (Mo.) 
Tenant’s Employee Injured.—Plaintiff, an employee of a Ct. App.).. . J 500,903. 
tenant of defendant, was injured while putting up screens 
on windows of the leased premises when the globe or Relationship of Premium Note to Contract.—Where thie cour! 
shade of an electric light fixture fell on his head and in- found that plaintiff’s case was based upon an erroneous 
jured his eye. On appeal, judgment notwithstanding the assumption that a premium note was a part of an insurance 
verdict was entered for defendant, as a landlord is not liable contract and given and accepted in substitution of a years 
for injuries on premises leased to a tenant and under the premium, the plaintiff's claims of error were unavailing. 
tenant’s control. (Woods v. Lawndale Enterprises, Inc., I. (Gibson v. Kansas City Life Ins. Co., Kansas City (Mo.) 
App. Ct.).. 401,025. Ct. App.).. .§ 500,905. 


Paragraph (f) numbers refer to the full opinion texts in the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units. 
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Termination of Insured’s Employment.—Where a group in- 
surance policy specified that “temporary lay-offs . . . 
shall not be considered as termination of employment for 
the purpose of this insurance unless the employer shall so 
elect,” the jury was justified in finding from the evidence 
that the insured’s employment did not terminate when a 
temporary reduction was made in the working force. (John 
Hancock Mutual Life Ins. Co. v. Pappageorgu, Ind. App. 
Ct.).. .7 500,914. 


Extraction of Tooth.— Where the insured had a tooth extracted 
with the result that his jaw bone was slivered, recovery 
could be had under an accident policy because the outcome 
was so unexpected and unforeseen that the insured’s injury 
could be said to have been effected through accidental 
means. (The Hoosier Casualty Co. v. McDonald, Ind. App. 
Ct.). . .§ 500,916. 


Accidental Death.—In an action on a policy issued by defend- 
ant, the finding of the trial court that the cause of death 
was asphyxiation by drowning, and that a hemorrhage on 
the brain followed the fall and was probably caused by the 
asphyxiation, was supported by the evidence. (Md. Casualty 


Co. v. Stark, U. S. C. C. A., 9th C.).. . 500,911. 


Proof of Accidental Death.—The required proof of accidental 
death was not furnished where the statements of proof set 
out each of two different dates as the true date of an acci- 
dent, the date being a material part of the proof because 
double indemnity depended upon the occurrence of death 
within ninety days of the accident. (Barnett v. John Han- 
cock Mutual Life Ins. Co., Mass. Supreme Jud. Ct.)... 
1 500,900. 


Suicide—Where the conclusion of suicide in a death certificate 
was overcome by supplementary proofs, consisting of affi- 
davits of the sheriff and doctor that there was no factual 
basis for their prior conclusion of suicide, the jury was justi- 
fied in finding that satisfactory proofs of accidental death 
were furnished to the insurer. (Eastern Commercial 
Travelers Accident Assoc. v. Sanders, U. S. C. C. A., Ist C.) 

q 500,910. 


Over-exertion as Accidental Means.—Where death could be 
traced either to over-exertion or to the slow developments 
arising from over-exertion, the plaintiff was granted a new 
trial to prove that the insured’s death resulted “directly and 
independently of all other causes from bodily injuries sus- 
tained through purely accidental means.” (Jacobson v. 
Mutual Benefit and Accident Assoc., N. D. Supreme Ct.) 
500,907. 


Enforceability of Accident Insurance Policy.—An accident in- 
surance policy was deemed enforceable despite the fact that 
the insured had not paid the initial premium where the in- 
surer’s agent had extended credit, and the insurer had 
charged the agent with the amount of the premium due 
upon the policy. (Nall v. Great Northern Ins. Co., Kansas 
City (Mo.) Ct. App.). ..§ 500,912. 


Sufficiency of Notice of Accidental Death—Where the in- 
surer’s local representative was promptly notified of the 
insured’s accidental death, sufficient notice was given to 
the insurer through an “authorized agent” so that the in- 
surer had a reasonable opportunity to perform an autopsy 
in accord with policy provisions. (Muller v. The Boston 
Casualty Co., Mass. Supreme Jud. Ct.).. . 500,901. 


Right to Autopsy.—In an action to recover for accidental death, 
the insurer pleaded that the plaintiff refused an autopsy 
of the insured, which right was granted the insurer by the 
policy. The motion by the plaintiff to dismiss that portion 
of the answer was sustained, as the defendant failed to 
show that application was made to a court to grant the 
right of autopsy. (Schmiedeke v. Travelers Ins. Co., U. S. 
Dist. Ct., N. D. Tex.).. 500,906. 


Interest from Date of Death of Insured.—On rehearing, where 
the court’s attention was called to the fact that it had al- 
lowed six per cent. interest from the date of the death of 
the insured as a penalty under a statute which had no 


application, the court reduced the per annum interest from 
six per cent to five per cent, the legal rate. (Walliams v. 
District Grand Lodge No. 21, Grand United Order of Odd 
Fellows of La., La. Ct. App.). . . 500,909. 


Availability of Defense of Forfeiture—The insurer was pre- 


cluded from urging its defense of forfeiture for non-payment 
of fraternal dues where it had continued to accept and 

retain remittances of the plaintiff member as though he 

were in good standing. (Calhoon v. Brotherhood’s Relief 

and Compensation Fund, Inc., Kansas City (Mo.) Ct. App.) 
..9 500,917. 


Defense of Forfeiture for Non-payment of Premiums.—The de- 


fense of forfeiture for non-payment of premiums, being an 
affirmative defense, was not sustained by the insurer for 
the reason that his evidence failed to show conclusively the 
cessation of premium payments coincident with the policy’s 
purported transfer and assumption by another insurer. (Clair 
v. The American Bankers Ins. Co., Kansas City (Mo.) Ct. 
App.) .. .] 500,902. 


Sworn Statements Contradictory of Viva Voce Testimony.— 


Sworn statements which were contradictory of viva voce 
testimony were rightly relied upon by the court in making 
its determination that the insured participated in a quarrel 
wherein he was shot intentionally and not accidentally. 
(Alford v. The First National Life and Accident Ins. Co., 
Inc., La. Ct. App.) . . .§ 500,904. 


Dismissal of Complaint Not Justified—Where a complaint 


charged the defendant with unlawfully withholding in- 
surance proceeds, the court was not justified in dismissing 
the complaint on the ground that the plaintiff did not have 
a meritorious claim. The court should have considered 
whether the complaint stated a claim upon which relief 
could possibly be granted. (Leimer v. The State Mutual Life 
Assur. Co. of Worcester, Mass., U. S. C. C. A, 8th C.)... 
{ 500,908. 


*% AUTOMOBILE * 


Cancellation of Insurance Policy—A notice of immediate can- 


cellation, wherein the number of days allowed before can- 
cellation was less than that provided for in the policy of 
liability insurance issued in Maryland, was held to be ef- 
fective after the expiration of the period specified in the 
policy, so that the policy involved did not cover the accident 
out of which the action arose, such accident having oc- 
curred subsequent to the time of actual cancellation. (Sea- 
board Mutual Casualty Co. v. Profit, U. S. C. C. A., 4th C.) 
J 702,039. 


Possession of Conditional Vendee.—Where a policy containing 


a “sole and unconditional ownership” clause, and purporting 
to apply only to the named assured, was endorsed so that 
its coverage extended to other persons driving the car with 
the permission of the named assured, the court held the 
policy applicable where the car was in the possession of 
a conditional vendee. (Votaw v. Farmers Automobile In- 
terinsurance Exchange, Calif. Supreme Ct.)... 702,057. 


Coverage of Policies—Policy issued to lessee of truck and 


specifically covering trucks rented held to cover entire loss 
so that issuer thereof was not entitled to recover any part 
thereof from insurer of lessor of trucks when the policy 
issued to the lessor excluded the use of trucks when rented 
to others. The accident involved occurred in Kentucky. 
(New Amsterdam Casualty Co. v. Hartford Accident & In- 
demnity Co., U. S. C. C. A., 6th C.).. J 702,059. 


Truck Driven Away from Curb.—Where driver of truck before 


entering the vehicle warned plaintiff and another boy that 
he intended to pull away from the curb, and saw them in 
a place of safety to the rear of the truck before he entered, 
the court held that there was no showing of any actionable 
negligence on his part in causing plaintiff to be run over 
by the right rear wheel of the truck. The accident occurred 
in Eastport, Maryland. (Abbott v. Railway Express Agency, 
U. S.C. C. A., 4th C.). . .7 702,038. 


Paragraph () numbers refer to the full opinion texts in the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units. 
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AUTOMOBILE—continued 


Head-on Collision.—In action growing out of head-on collision 
between plaintiff's decedent’s car and defendant’s passenger 
bus, both of which vehicles were traveling, in opposite di- 
rections, in the inside lanes of a four-lane highway, jury’s 
finding in favor of plaintiff is affirmed. (Eichelberger, 
Adm’x v. Inter-City Transportation Co., Inc., N. J. Supreme 
Ct.). . .J 702,037. 

Explosion of Gas Tank.—Municipality held liable for injuries 
sustained by the minor plaintiff when the gas tank on an 
abandoned car in which the plaintiff was playing was caused 
to explode when plaintiff dropped a burning paper in the 
car. (Burns v. Brooklyn Union Gas Co., N. Y. Supreme 
Ct., App. Div.). ..J 702,041. 

Left Door on Parked Car Opened.—Where plaintiff was in- 
jured when defendant’s passing car came into contact with 
the partially open left door on plaintiff's car, the court held 
that the cause of the accident was the act of plaintiff in 
opening the door wider as defendant’s car passed. (Freed 


v. Mason, Kansas City (Mo.) Ct. App.). . . | 702,042. 


Car Caught in Railroad Tracks.—Railroad held not liable where 
plaintiff’s car became caught on the railroad tracks and the 
occupants thereof were unable to signal the approaching 
train because of the heavy storm and snow, said car being 
completely demolished in the resulting collision. (Taylor 
v. Megan, Trustee, Ill. App. Ct.) . . .] 702,036. 


Defective Street—Where plaintiff’s car was thrown out of 
control when he intentionally drove over a fill in a street 
that he knew had been torn up for the purpose of laying 
water mains, and careened across the road where it collided 
with another car, court holds that plaintiff was guilty of 
contributory negligence as a matter of law in traveling as 
he did over this particular street. (Rohman v. City of 
Richmond Heights, St. Louis (Mo.) Ct. App.)... 702,044. 


Left Turn Off Highway.—Facts held insufficient to establish 
defendant’s claim that decedent failed to keep a proper 
lookout before making a left turn off the highway and that 
he was therefore guilty of contributory negligence as a 
matter of law. (Dahl v. Collette, Minn. Supreme Ct.) 

{ 702,047. 


Opportunity to Avoid Collision—Where facts were such that 
jury could find that defendant should have realized plain- 
tiff’s position of peril and could have averted the con- 
sequences by applying the brakes to his car or by swerving 
to the left, judgment for plaintiff is affirmed. (Kasperski 
v. Rainey, St. Louis (Mo.) Ct. App.). . .§ 702,043. 


Agency of Driver of Milk Truck.—Driver of milk truck, who 
was employed by owner thereof to cover certain route and 
collect farmer’s milk which was then sold to defendant, 
was not an agent of defendant, but rather of the farmer 
whose milk was collected. (Furr v. The Brookhaven 
Creamery, Miss. Supreme Ct.).. .{ 702,055. 


Scope of Employment.—Judgment for plaintiffs, whose in- 
testates were killed when they were struck by an automobile 
owned by one defendant and driven by another, the former’s 
employee, reversed because of the refusal of the court to 
give a certain instruction requested by defendants. (Parrott, 
Adm’x v. Kantor, N. C. Supreme Ct.).. ¥ 702,053. 


Guests on Truck Injured.—Driver of truck who turned around 
to talk to one of plaintiffs who was riding on the truck held 
not guilty of gross negligence in causing a collision with 
an oil truck which was stopped on the side of the road. 


(Souza v. Mello, Mass. Supreme Jud. Ct.)...§ 702,032. 


Passenger Held to Be Guest.—Where plaintiff, defendant and 
another were on their way in defendant’s car to inspect 
certain property in anticipation of a trade, and an accident 
occurred wherein plaintiff was injured, the court holds that 
plaintiff was a guest in the car and could not recover with- 
out a showing of wilful or wanton misconduct on the part 
of defendant. (Connett v. Winget, Ill. App. Ct.).. . 702,035. 


Status of Passenger in Car.—Where professor in law school 
accompanies owner of car on trip for purposes of con- 
sultation regarding reorganization of law school, professor 
is not a guest, but simply a passenger in the car of the 


owner. (Bailey v. Neale, Ohio Ct. App.) 


1] 702,054. 


Municipality’s Liability—Where the driver of the car in which 


plaintiff was riding failed to see a curve in the road and 
the car went over the curb and collided with a pole, in. | 
juring both occupants, the city was held not liable since 
there was no showing of negligence in the construction 
or maintenance of the street. (Mayor and City Council of 
Cumberland v. Turney, Md. Ct. App.). . .] 702,048. 


Identification of Motor Vehicle and Operator.—Evidence held 


sufficient to take the questions as to the identification of 
the motor vehicle which was backed into plaintiff, and of 
the operator thereof, to the jury. (Frasciello v. Baer, Mass, 
Supreme Jud. Ct.)...{ 702,033. 


Property and Personal Damage.—Where plaintiff sustains 


damage to his automobile and injury to his person in a 
collision between his car and that of defendant, he has 
only one cause of action against defendant and cannot 
bring an action for personal damage after judgment for 
property damage was satisfied. (Dearden v. Hey, Mass, 
Supreme Jud. Ct.)...{ 702,034. 


Control of Car.—Where a prospective purchaser was driving 


a car owned by plaintiff, and accompanied by plaintiff's 
salesman, the court held that plaintiff had not surrendered 
the right to control the car and that the negligence of 
the prospective purchaser was imputable to plaintiff, 
(Archambault v. Holmes, Conn. Supreme Ct. Err.)... 
{ 702,050. 


Truck-Trailer Negligently Operated.—Where evidence was to 


the effect that defendants’ truck-trailer was so negligent 
operated as it rounded curve as to cross the road an 
crash into plaintiff's car which had been driven onto the 
shoulder of the road, judgment for plaintiff is affirmed. 
(Taylor v. Lubetich, Wash. Supreme Ct.).. . 702,052. 


Railroad’s Negligence.—Evidence held sufficient to warrant 


finding that defendant railroad was negligent in failing to 
give warning signals at crossing. (Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. v. Holmes, Fla. Supreme Ct.). . .{ 702,051. 


Negligence of Driver of Truck.—Question as to whether driver 


of truck which struck the car in which plaintiff's decedent 
was riding was negligent where he admitted that he did not 
apply his brakes and that he was traveling at least 32 miles 
an hour, held to be for jury. (Schweikert, Adm’r v. Peters 
Sausage Co.; Derdoski v. Brecht, Minn. Supreme Ct.)... 
1 702,045, 702,046. 


Contributory Negligence of Child.—A child of the age of three 


years and seven months was held to be non sus juris and 
the ruling of the trial court striking from the answer a plea 
of contributory negligence on the part of the child was 
proper. (Meyer, Adm’r v. Inguaggiato, N. Y. Supreme Ct, 
App. Div.) . . .] 702,040. 


Wrongful Death Action.—Right of administratrix of deceased 


to appeal to New York Court of Appeals as a poor person 
is not specifically granted by statute relative thereto and 
plaintiff's motion for permission so to do is denied. (Fontheim, 
Adm’x v. Third Avenue Railway Co., N. Y. Ct. App.)..- 
{ 702,060. 


Wrongful Death Judgment.—Where the defendant in a wrong- 


ful death action prior to the death of plaintiff's intestate, 
but subsequent to the accident wherein the fatal injuries 
were sustained, transferred all his property to his sister, 
without consideration, the court orders that the judgment 
obtained be a lien on such property. (Edwards, Adm’s ¥. 
Monning, Ohio Ct. App.). . .] 702,056. 


Intervening Cause.—Defendant held entitled to an instruction 


on the issue of intervening and superseding cause where 
the bumper on his car interlocked with the bumper on 
plaintiffs’ car and caused it to move sideways down the 
road where it was subsequently struck by the truck of the 
other defendant. (Corey v. Phillips, Conn. Supreme Ct 
Err.).. .] 702,049. 


Admission of Evidence.—Testimony of traffic officer as to 


statement made by defendant that he was driving his own 
truck at the time of the accident, said statement having 
been made immediately thereafter, held admissible. (Law- 
yerman v. Nadeau, Maine Supreme Jud. Ct.). . 1 702,058. 


Paragraph (f) numbers refer to the full opinion texts in the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units. 
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